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Conference Chair, or his time as Chairman of 
the Appropriations Committee, Jerry was al-
ways willing to work with his California col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to address 
the needs of our state. 

If Jerry had anything to say about it, Cali-
fornia was getting its fair share. 

During his time in Sacramento he helped 
establish the South Coast Air Quality Manage-
ment District. He understood the need to deal 
with the horrific smog that was plaguing much 
of Southern California, and particularly the In-
land Empire. 

George Miller once pointed out that Jerry 
and he were on opposing sides of legislation 
to create the Mojave Desert National Park, but 
that once the park was created, Jerry imme-
diately turned around and worked with the del-
egation to ensure that the public had access 
and that there would be improvements to the 
park. 

That’s the kind of legislator he was—instead 
of being consumed by what divides us, Jerry 
like to move to the next problem to solve. 

We’ve missed his presence in the House 
over the last decade. Our thoughts are with 
his wife Arlene and his children and grand-
children. 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor 
the life and service of our former colleague, 
Congressman Jerry Lewis. Throughout his ca-
reer, Mr. Lewis was respected for his hard 
work, his in-depth policy knowledge, his com-
mitment to his constituents and to his home 
state, as well as to his colleagues and the in-
stitution of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. Lewis was best known for his commit-
ment to the active work of the Appropriations 
Committee, where he served as Chairman— 
and he was equally well known for his friend-
ship on both sides of the aisle in his role as 
the Dean of the California Delegation. 

He played a leading role as Chairman of the 
VA, HUD and Independent Agencies Sub-
committee—supporting research, development 
and scientific endeavors including the space 
and aerospace sectors that for so long were 
major hubs of economic activity and cutting- 
edge technology in our home state. 

Mr. Lewis was a believer in investment in 
education and in research institutions like the 
University of California system and in re-
sources like the San Bernardino National For-
est, which is located in one of the beautiful 
and distinctive snow-capped mountain ranges 
that backdrop the unique and well-known Los 
Angeles basin landscape. 

A longtime resident of the San Bernardino 
area, including San Bernardino and Redlands, 
cities at the center of his congressional district 
in the diverse and vast Inland Empire, he was 
the product of public schools, graduating from 
San Bernardino High School and later UCLA. 
After college he served briefly on the staff of 
former Congressman Jerry Pettis, as a mem-
ber of his local school board, and later oper-
ated a small business. 

From 1969 to 1978 like many in this body, 
he served in Sacramento as a member of the 
state legislature where he helped establish a 
committee dedicated to addressing air quality, 
a major concern in Inland Southern California 
in the 1970’s. 

In 1978 he was elected to this body, serving 
as Chairman of the House Republican Con-
ference in the late 1980’s, before ascending to 
leadership positions on the Appropriations 
Committee. 

I am honored to have known him as a men-
tor, as a fellow legislator and as a friend. I am 
grateful for his contributions and leadership in 
our delegation, for his unending belief in co-
operation between parties and branches of 
government, and his faith in the leadership 
role of America in the world. 

Mr. Lewis gave much of his life to serving 
our state, working to improve our nation, and 
to serving with distinction his hometown and 
home district—his legacy is an inspiration to 
all of us who have followed in his footsteps 
and proudly serve the state he loved, in the in-
stitution he revered. 

Mrs. KIM of California. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in memory of Congressman Jerry Lewis, 
the longest-serving House Republican in Cali-
fornia history. 

Throughout his 17 terms in Congress, Con-
gressman Lewis stood as an steadfast exam-
ple of civic service. 

Congressman Lewis knew how to work 
across the aisle and get things done for his 
community, our state and the nation. 

He was known to all as down to earth and 
remarkably kind. When someone addressed 
him as ‘Congressman Lewis,’ he would always 
reply with a smile—‘‘My friends call me Jerry. 
You’re my friend, so please call me Jerry.’’ 

Jerry loved his hometown of San Bernardino 
and was loved back by the community. 

His legacy of hard work, dedication to con-
servative values, humor and kindness will not 
be forgotten. 

I hope you will all join me in keeping his 
family in your prayers during this time. 

f 

PAYING FOR INFRASTRUCTURE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GREEN of Texas). Under the Speaker’s 
announced policy of January 4, 2021, 
the Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. SCHWEIKERT) for 30 
minutes. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, so 
we can finish up some things, and for 
many of us who were very fond of Mr. 
Lewis, I am going to yield to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCCLIN-
TOCK), my friend. 

b 1415 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding, and 
I thank Congressman CALVERT for or-
ganizing the tribute to Jerry Lewis 
today. 

I knew of Jerry Lewis many years be-
fore I had the honor to know him per-
sonally. He was elected to Congress the 
year that I graduated from college in 
southern California, and he was a well- 
known name then because of his activ-
ism for air quality, which at the time 
was a very serious concern in that re-
gion. 

I then had the opportunity and honor 
to actually be able to work with Jerry 
in Congress. And I have to say I was a 
bit leery about him at first. Jerry was 
a bit of the Republican old guard and I 
had spent an entire career fighting 
that affectation, but what I found was 
a man who was willing to listen as well 
as to be heard, a man who was so inter-
ested in the process and the give and 
take and the sharing of ideas, that he 

really demonstrated what this institu-
tion is all about, how it did work, and 
how it could work in the future if we 
could learn from his example and his 
life. 

I am very honored to join in the trib-
ute to him today on the floor. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield to the gentleman from California 
(Mr. NUNES). 

Mr. NUNES. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Arizona for giving 
some extended time to recognize Jerry 
Lewis, who was a statesman, a Con-
gressman from the Inland Empire, a 
good friend to all of us. 

Jerry really was a one-man institu-
tion on Capitol Hill, having served in 
the House for more than 30 years. Jerry 
was extremely effective at serving his 
constituents. He always kept his con-
stituents in the Inland Empire in mind, 
and he was always popular with them. 
Jerry never lost and never received less 
than 61 percent of his vote in any of his 
congressional races. 

Jerry was a veteran Congressman, 
and when I first came to the House in 
2003, I actually already knew him, be-
cause, as was typical of Jerry, he liked 
to work with young people. At the time 
in the eighties and nineties, him and 
Congressman Bill Thomas from Ba-
kersfield, they would organize con-
ferences for young people to teach 
them about policy and politics. And I 
went to many of those events, which I 
have fond memories of, and when I look 
back at that, those were really impor-
tant events in my life that probably in-
spired me in some way to ultimately 
serve with Jerry. I will always be 
thankful for that. 

When I did come to Washington as a 
Representative, Jerry became a close 
friend, a mentor. Jerry taught me the 
ropes and how to assimilate and deal 
with sometimes the strange ways of 
doing things around here. 

Also, back home in California, there 
are many times that I had the oppor-
tunity to visit both Jerry, his wife Ar-
lene, Mr. CALVERT, memorable times at 
dinner doing constituent events, get-
ting to know his area and always focus-
ing as a whole on how we could do 
things better in California and work 
together. 

Jerry ultimately became one of the 
most influential and well-respected 
Members of the House, earning admira-
tion and affection on both sides of the 
political aisle and serving his long ten-
ure with distinction. 

Jerry was a good friend and a true 
statesman who will be missed not only 
in these Halls of Congress but also, as 
well, in California. 

I thank the gentleman from Arizona 
for yielding, and I also thank Mr. CAL-
VERT for organizing this tribute to Mr. 
Lewis. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. I yield to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. CAL-
VERT) to give a closing good-bye to Mr. 
Lewis. 

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me time. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:57 Jul 23, 2021 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00033 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A22JY7.016 H22JYPT1ct
el

li 
on

 D
S

K
11

Z
R

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH3838 July 22, 2021 
I want to say we are all going to miss 

Jerry. It was a privilege to serve with 
him, and Godspeed, Jerry. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank you for your patience. You look 
good up there. Maybe this is a har-
binger of the future. 

Before I start—because there are 
some serious things here I want us to 
get our head around on what is hap-
pening financially, and some of the 
things I see that are—and I am going 
to be brutal—a bit dishonest in the 
math on some of the tax proposals—I 
need to share something that has just 
been eating at me for 2 days. 

This place has about a century-long 
tradition during the summer of us 
bringing our children here. John Boeh-
ner actually put it into policy that 
children 12 and under we could bring on 
the floor with us. We tried very hard in 
previous years to make this an institu-
tion that loved and embraced our fami-
lies and our children because to be hon-
est, this is a tough job on the family. 

And so, 2 days ago a handful of us 
showed up here—I brought my 5-year 
old daughter—and we wanted to bring 
our children on the floor. And in-
stantly representatives of the Speak-
er—and I know they are doing their 
jobs, I mean, they were brutal about it, 
but they were doing their jobs. They 
said: You can’t bring your children on 
the floor. 

Why? 
Well, it is against the rules. Okay. I 

will respect the rules. Show it to me in 
writing. And they ran off and came 
back 15 minutes later. Well, we can’t 
find it in writing, but we don’t want 
you to have children on the floor. 

Well, why? 
COVID. 
Okay. If I remember the whole 

science thing, a 5-year-old little girl is 
not a Texas State Democrat, they are 
not super spreaders. Why would you en-
gage in such sort of dystopian cruelty 
to children? The math is the math. 

Do you remember all the speeches 
that my brothers and sisters on the left 
gave us that we need to follow the 
science, particularly in response to 
COVID? Okay. I have been incredibly 
respectful of it. I am someone who has 
never complained on this floor about 
wearing the mask when we wore the 
mask, going through the metal detec-
tors because I figured the public is 
forced to do those sorts of things. But 
come on, if you are going to preach to 
us, we are going to follow the science, 
you know the science on children isn’t 
our problem. 

Why would you engage in such sort of 
cruelty to kids for that one time dur-
ing the summer when we could bring 
our kids here to sit here, and my little 
girl who, as you know, loves you be-
cause you have been incredibly kind to 
her over the years, Mr. GREEN; they get 
marched off with a group of the floor 
staff from the Speaker scaring my lit-
tle girl half to death. You have got to 
get out of here. 

This is sort of the weirdness that this 
place has become under this leadership, 

and the cruelty, this dystopian—and I 
love using that word—the ultimate ex-
planation we got is, well, it is not in 
writing, but we can do anything we 
want. 

When that type of cruelty is off the 
impulse of this leadership, you under-
stand why this place is falling apart 
with hate. And the inability to show 
kindness to children, which aren’t a 
problem, gives you almost a poster of 
what has become wrong with this lead-
ership. 

And I don’t know if it is vanity, I 
don’t know if they have become control 
freaks, I don’t know if it is that these 
were Republican children, so therefore, 
they must be punished, but it was a 
really crappy thing to do to my 5-year- 
old and the other little girls that were 
with that group that just wanted to sit 
with their daddies and their mom on 
the floor. That is what this place has 
become. 

Dear Heaven, I hope when we hit this 
August recess there is some sort of 
soul-searching evaluation of what we 
have turned this place into, because a 
year and a half from now Republicans 
are going to take back the majority 
here, and I hope this hasn’t become so 
embedded in our psyches that it is 
going to become the tit-for-tat seesaw 
where the types of cruelty that have 
been foisted on our families, our kids, 
our Members isn’t handed back, but 
that is where it is going. I needed to 
share that. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to get our heads 
around a couple things that are both-
ering me, also, in regard to the spend-
ing and tax plans and the belief that we 
are not—excuse me, the Democrat lead-
ership—and I understand a lot of this is 
generated from the Senate side, so I am 
not going to blame House Democrats 
because some of the Democrats I work 
with on the Ways and Means Com-
mittee here in the House, we have dif-
ferent views of the world, but they 
treat me very kindly, they are very re-
spectful for the ideas, but some of the 
proposals being put together by the 
leadership are frauds. They are just 
mathematical frauds. 

And the very things that we would 
have been and should have been—and 
Republican hands aren’t completely 
clean on this, but this now has been in-
dustrialized. 

So here is the scam: The left wants 
to spend this much money on the infra-
structure bills they have. The Presi-
dent, Speaker PELOSI, Democrats 
promised we are going to pay for all of 
it. Okay. And then they have industri-
alized gimmicks that are frauds. 

So, first off, we need to deal with the 
reality of what we are about to do, not 
only to my 5-year-old, but to everyone 
that is in retirement or heading to-
wards retirement. Do you understand 
over the next 30 years—and this was be-
fore the spending binge—this govern-
ment is going to be $101 trillion in debt 
in today’s dollars? And most of it is ac-
tually Medicare. 

Now, I have given presentation after 
presentation on how we can change 

that using technology, changing the 
price of delivering healthcare, because 
the ACA, ObamaCare; the Republican 
alternative, Medicare for All, they are 
financing bills; they do not change the 
cost of healthcare. 

And instead, this is the greatest fra-
gility to our retirement security, the 
future of our society because if you 
plan to borrow $101 trillion over the 
next 30 years, you have just sopped up 
actually more borrowable money in the 
world. This mathematically can’t hap-
pen. 

And guess what our debate around 
here is? It is how we are going to spend 
more money. So the left makes—and I 
am going to show a couple examples of 
this—a promise, saying, well, DAVID, 
the American people, we are going to 
pay for everything. 

So let me show you one of the gim-
micks, just to get our heads around 
something that my friends should be 
embarrassed about. 

President Trump offered a rebate 
rule in regard to pharmaceuticals for 
people on Medicare. And the idea was, 
and it is complicated, but the punch 
line is pretty simple: We have a process 
right now where there is a rebate paid 
for through the pharmaceutical compa-
nies to the purchasing managers, and it 
is done to lower the price of the drug at 
the purchasing level. 

The Trump rule was changing the 
path so the rebate would go right to 
the consumer. So instead of lowering 
the price of the drug you would see it 
almost at the register. Okay. Fine. I 
had mixed feelings about it, but Demo-
crats absolutely hated it. It was never 
going to become policy. It was never 
going to become law. This was a pro-
posal from a couple years ago. 

So what does this place do? Well, 
first off, my Democratic brothers and 
sisters spent lots of time attacking the 
idea, making it clear we will never 
allow this to become law. This will 
never become part of the Medicare fi-
nancing system. We are never going to 
do the Trump rebate mechanism where 
the consumer gets it. 

Okay. Then why would they turn 
around and pretend it is a pay-for for 
the infrastructure spending? 

Part of the Democrats’ financing is, 
well, we are going to take 170, $180 bil-
lion over the next 10 years—and by not 
doing the rule that doesn’t actually 
exist that we already oppose that actu-
ally isn’t in practice, but we are going 
to pretend we get $180 billion from 
that—we are going spend it. You won-
der why the American people just real-
ized our numbers are a fraud here? And 
this is proposed with a straight face. 
Our inability to tell the truth. 

I understand if there is an insatiable 
appetite for my friends on the other 
side to do different types of spending, 
and if you are going to make a promise 
to the people in the country that you 
are going pay for it, fine. Okay. Keep 
your promise. 

And this isn’t even an attempt to be 
cute, but this is just blatant. These 
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dollars don’t exist. They were never 
going to exist, but because the CBO 
will give us a score on it because we 
are going to pretend that this might 
have become policy, even though it was 
never going to become policy, and the 
very people that are promoting it made 
it clear they were never going to allow 
it, hey, we just created another $180 
billion of magic money. 

b 1430 

This is us. This is what this place has 
become. And we need to lead with a 
couple of the other things that are also 
in the tax proposals. 

Okay. I understand my brothers and 
sisters on the left really want to raise 
corporate tax rates, but be honest 
about the math. The best study right 
now says in the first 24 months you 
unemploy 1 million Americans. That 
corporate tax hike unemploys 1 million 
Americans. 

And we still haven’t found a good 
study, and we are trying to actually do 
it ourselves. What you end up saying, 
when you unemploy 1 million Ameri-
cans in the first 24 months, what does 
that actually ultimately cost society? 

What did you just do to Medicare? 
What did you just do to Medicaid, be-
cause they are not paying their FICA 
taxes? What did you just do to unem-
ployment benefits? What did we just do 
to people’s future income power, be-
cause you pulled them out of the work-
force? 

We talk about societal costs to policy 
around here. Oh, no, we don’t talk 
about societal cost to policy around 
here, because we don’t tell the truth 
about the math. So a couple of us—and 
I actually did a fairly detailed presen-
tation about a month ago, saying if my 
friends on the left really need money, 
they want to keep their promise in say-
ing, Hey, we are going to spend all of 
this, we found a trillion bucks—actu-
ally, in one of our calculations of $1.4 
trillion over 10 years. Cut spending. 
Stop subsidizing the rich. It was fas-
cinating. My phone was just dead. My 
email, no one even responded to that. 

See, you have to understand, here is 
how the Democrat financing washing 
machine is working: is on this hand, we 
are going to raise taxes on the rich. We 
want them to pay more. Okay. That is 
the Democrat policy. But on the other 
hand, we are going to turn around and 
subsidize them to about $1.4 trillion 
over 10 years, because we are going to 
subsidize their solar panels; we are 
going to subsidize their new Tesla; we 
are going to subsidize their flood insur-
ance on their house on the beach; we 
are going to subsidize their retirement 
accounts; we are going to subsidize 
their future healthcare. Does that 
make sense? 

It is a washing machine. So I am 
going to raise your taxes over here, but 
then I am going—through the back-
door—because when I subsidize you 
over here, I get power. Because these 
rich people need to get benefits from 
me. I mean, is it that cynical anymore? 

Wouldn’t it be much more economi-
cally efficient, much more rational, 
much fairer to say, I am not going to 
do things that are going to distort the 
economy and economic growth and jobs 
and functioning—my personal fixation 
of how do you lift the working poor— 
but we are going to stop subsidizing 
the ultra-wealthy in the country with 
all these programs. We are just going 
to cut the spending over here. Wouldn’t 
that have been a more rational way to 
find revenues? 

But once again, the dirty little secret 
is much of the rich live in Democrat 
districts on the coasts. Much of the 
dirty little secret is these are the peo-
ple that write the checks. So it be-
comes sort of this washing machine 
fraud of wink-wink, nod-nod. For the 
ultra wealthy we are going to raise 
your tax rates, but you don’t actually 
pay yourself through income, you live 
off your assets. So don’t worry, it is 
not going to affect you. Oh, by the way, 
we are still going to subsidize your 
multimillion-dollar house on the beach 
with subsidized flood insurance. 

That is the type of fraud we are com-
mitting on the American people. We 
are better than this. And I don’t know 
why this place doesn’t own a calcu-
lator, or our brothers and sisters here, 
maybe we are all so busy we don’t ac-
tually read the details of the very pro-
posals. 

So one of the other proposals is 
something that is referred to as the tax 
gap. And the Green Book from Treas-
ury was saying, Well, we are going to 
find $700 billion of under-collected 
taxes. Except when you start to dig 
through it, that number isn’t real. It 
doesn’t hold up to any type of scrutiny. 
So is this another occasion where we 
are going to do a placeholder? We are 
going to put a pretend number in here, 
so we are going to somehow meet cer-
tain CBO scores that we all know is a 
fraud, because if you actually sit and 
read what CBO wrote, they even make 
it clear that, Hey, you can do all these 
things, but within 3 years, those very 
people that you are chasing their taxes 
have changed their process. 

We are also using really outdated 
math. We are using math from before 
tax reform. So a lot of the very me-
chanics of how taxes are collected, 
what they are, are very, very different, 
but we haven’t updated our numbers, 
and we are going to spend $8 billion 
dollars at the IRS. But one of the real-
ly creepy things we are also going to 
do, is we are functionally going to turn 
the banking system into the IRS offi-
cers. 

So almost everything you will do will 
now be part of the IRS system to track 
you. And if you really read through the 
reports, it makes it clear what we are 
going to do is take a lot of the very tax 
revenues, receipts that we are after, 
and we are going to force them into 
ether conduits. I don’t know if you are 
about to create a whole new crypto 
banking system that is going to run 
under the radar, but be careful. 

If it is really about finding the tax 
sheets, a number of us, and actually 
some Democrats on the Ways and 
Means helping, we have been playing 
with a model that would use data, but 
publicly-available data. These data 
services you can buy, you bounce off. 
You see if, Hey, here is what is re-
ported. Does it actually match what we 
are able to find on these public 
records? Instantly, you know if have 
something that needs to be pursued. 
And, yes, it will require a capital infu-
sion to update the data systems. 

But there is this weird fixation in 
government that they want to own and 
control everything, even though the 
very best data that would help us find 
the folks that are cheating actually 
isn’t ever going to sit on the govern-
ment server. It is actually on all these 
lists that are out there. 

There are some great articles talking 
about how the $700 billion number is 
fraudulent. It is just not real. But once 
again, we are going to build our spend-
ing and tax policy on it. 

Mr. Speaker, may I inquire how 
much time is remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 8 minutes remaining. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, I 
also apologize. I have had a stunning 
amount of coffee already today. 

Mr. Speaker, I am going to mix a 
couple metaphors. I am going to both 
talk about the cost, but I am also 
going to talk about the environmental 
impact. 

A lot of my brothers and sisters on 
the left are fixated on high-speed rail. 
Now, understand, rail is what, a 300- 
plus-year-old technology. So the infra-
structure of the past is functionally 
what we are about to fund. We are not 
funding the infrastructure of the fu-
ture. But you do realize, for one of 
those high-speed rails to work, you 
have got to be running about 10 million 
people on it a year for the environ-
mental impact. 

I am not talking about the huge 
amount of debt, the fact that they 
never will collect anything close in the 
fare boxes. But just to do the environ-
mental impact. Are you going to carry 
10 million people a year? No. 

It turns out it is virtue-signaling 
once again where the math of the envi-
ronmental impact doesn’t actually 
match. But we have a bunch of our con-
stituents, Oh, those choo-choos; I like 
it; fast ones. Oh, look at the Japanese 
ones. But as you also know, the Japa-
nese high-speed rail system is also col-
lapsing financially, too. 

If you really want to have an impact 
in the infrastructure bill, one of the 
most powerful things we can do is we 
can change the cost structures. How 
long it takes to get through NEPA. 
How long it takes to finance. How long 
it takes to get through all the litiga-
tion. 

This is almost unreadable—and we 
will try to put some of this up on our 
website. But we are right now over $500 
million per kilometer just to lay new 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:57 Jul 23, 2021 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00035 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K22JY7.055 H22JYPT1ct
el

li 
on

 D
S

K
11

Z
R

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH3840 July 22, 2021 
rail. We are up here in the very top 
tier. And you look at the countries 
that are ahead of us, they have great 
geographical distances or they are 
going through highly urbanized areas. 
We are not. 

Something is terribly, terribly wrong 
in our cost structure. And so how many 
times have we seen those who are pro-
moting the infrastructure saying, But 
we are going to put a clock; we are 
going to make things more efficient so 
we can actually get this. 

And I will give you one of the great 
living examples: 

In New Mexico, they have this amaz-
ing wind asset. This place that pro-
duces tremendous amounts of wind en-
ergy. And California really needs that 
green energy to meet their rules. They 
are now going on 15 years just to get 
the permit to lay the power lines. And 
they are still not done. They are actu-
ally about to go through their NEPA 
again. 

One of the article says they are not 
going to get it by 2025. I talked to one 
of the consultants for it yesterday; he 
is optimistic they might get it by 2023. 
But they started in 2006 to move the 
power from this incredible wind area. If 
someone really says, I want green en-
ergy, but I am terrified of getting 
crosswise with my trial lawyers, who 
are making a fortune suing on this. I 
am terrified to get crosswise with my 
environmentalist, who sue and make 
money stopping the line sighting. I am 
terrified to have to deal with the mili-
tary, my Tribal lands, my State lands, 
my Federal lands—all these others— 
where the power lines have to go. 

Stop pretending you really want 
green energy if you are not willing to 
change the clock on getting a permit 
to move it. It is just irrational what we 
are allowing. 

We actually have a piece of legisla-
tion that will actually just put the 
clock on these things so it would help 
pull substantially more money. Be-
cause you actually knew what the in-
vestment of that power line, for those 
things to move that green energy. But 
until my friends on the left start to 
adopt these NEPA reforms, it is a 
fraud. 

We are going to put all this money 
into new wind or geothermal, or this 
and that, but we are never going to 
allow the line sighting to move the 
power to the urban areas that actually 
need it. 

I have more of these types of samples 
where if the public policy here is my 
brothers and sisters on the left really 
want more revenues from the wealthy, 
my pitch to them is stop subsidizing 
the rich. Because what you are talking 
about doing in raising capital gains, 
raising this—you do realize that tax 
foundation number the other day said 
the capital gains tax hike actually 
loses $33 billion. It loses $33 billion over 
10 years. 

The only thing that actually makes 
money is raising what they call the 
bases. It is how much you are able to 

put into the different tax rates. And 
with inflation right now, have my 
brothers and sisters on the left realize 
what they are about to do to people 
with homes? 

How many of our homes have gone up 
dramatically in value? How much of 
that is actually appreciation? How 
much of it is just inflation? 

How many of our kids or friends will 
ever be able to buy their first home 
anymore because what we have done in 
skyrocketing the prices? But how 
about the person that is going to retire 
or trying to sell the house because that 
is their nest egg, and we are now going 
to tax them on inflation. We are not 
going to tax them on appreciation, be-
cause the other house they have to buy 
is also inflated. 

This is one of the math realities. We 
don’t tell the truth that much of the 
capital gains that my brothers and sis-
ters on the left are so excited about 
getting isn’t actually capital gains 
on—So I made all this money. It is just 
the fact that we have had a bunch of 
inflation and the values went up. 

Mr. Speaker, if you were to sell your 
house today, and run down the street 
and go buy something similar or even 
better, that other one you are buying is 
also just as expensive. You didn’t real-
ly gain anything. But if the gain was 
over, what, $250,000 per person, you are 
going to pay taxes. You are going to 
pay capital gains on it. 

This is absurd the way we are ap-
proaching the financing of this. And I 
will argue, I think we have some pro-
posals that would make the environ-
mental impact of infrastructure 
greener, more sustainable, financeable, 
workable. But so much of the bill right 
now reads as financing cash flow for 
those people that write checks to the 
left. We are better than this. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate your pa-
tience with me, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania (at the request of Mr. HOYER) for 
today. 

f 

PUBLICATION OF BUDGETARY 
MATERIAL 

REVISION TO THE ALLOCATIONS AND OTHER 
BUDGETARY LEVELS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2022 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET, 

Washington, DC, July 22, 2021. 
MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to sections 1 

and 2 of House Resolution 467 (117th Con-
gress) and the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974 (CBA), I hereby submit for printing in 
the Congressional Record a revision to the 
allocations set forth in the statement of al-
locations and other budgetary levels for fis-
cal year 2022, published in the Congressional 
Record on June 24, 2021. 

This revision is for allowable adjustments 
for amounts for wildfire suppression, disaster 
relief, and program integrity, to include In-

ternal Revenue Service tax enforcement, 
pursuant to House Resolution 467 (117th Con-
gress) and the CBA, as provided in bills re-
ported by the Committee on Appropriations. 
The amounts for wildfire suppression are 
contained in the text of H.R. 4372, the De-
partment of the Interior, Environment, and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2022. 
The amounts for program integrity are con-
tained in the text of H.R. 4502, the Depart-
ments of Labor, Health and Human Services, 
and Education, and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2022 and H.R. 4345, the Finan-
cial Services and General Government Ap-
propriations Act, 2022. Lastly, the amounts 
for disaster relief are contained in the texts 
of the H.R. 4345, the Financial Services and 
General Government Appropriations Act, 
2022 and H.R. 4431, the Department of Home-
land Security Appropriations Act, 2022. 

Accordingly, I am revising the allocation 
for the House Committee on Appropriations 
for fiscal year 2022. For purposes of enforcing 
titles III and IV of the CBA and other budg-
etary enforcement provisions, the revised al-
location is to be considered the allocation 
included in House Resolution 467 (117th Con-
gress), pursuant to the statement published 
in the Congressional Record on June 24, 2021. 

Questions may be directed to Jennifer 
Wheelock or Kellie Larkin of the Budget 
Committee staff. 

JOHN YARMUTH. 

TABLE 1—ALLOCATION OF SPENDING AUTHORITY TO THE 
HOUSE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

[Unified amounts in millions of dollars] 

2022 

Current Discretionary Allocation: 
BA ...................................................................................... 1,506,027 
OT ...................................................................................... 1,672,503 

Revision for Wildfire Suppression (H.R. 4372): 
BA ...................................................................................... 2,450 
OT ...................................................................................... 841 

Revision for Disaster Relief (H.R. 4345 & H.R. 4431): 
BA ...................................................................................... 18,942 
OT ...................................................................................... 705 

Revision for Program Integrity (H.R. 4345 & H.R. 4502): 
BA ...................................................................................... 2,541 
OT ...................................................................................... 2,073 

Revised Discretionary Allocation: 
BA ...................................................................................... 1,529,960 
OT ...................................................................................... 1,676,122 

Current Law Mandatory: 
BA ...................................................................................... 1,356,059 
OT ...................................................................................... 1,355,730 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 11(b) of House Resolu-
tion 188, the House stands adjourned 
until noon on Monday next for morn-
ing-hour debate and 2 p.m. for legisla-
tive business. 

Thereupon (at 2 o’clock and 43 min-
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, July 26, 
2021, at noon for morning-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

EC–1663. A letter from the Director, Regu-
lations and Management Division, Rural 
Utilities Service, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Streamlining Electric Program Procedures 
[RUS-21-ELECTRIC-0003] (RIN: 0572-AC53) re-
ceived July 16, 2021, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Agriculture. 

EC–1664. A letter from the Management 
and Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
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